Currie et al. discuss a number of the conclusions of our paper in light of their work in the more easterly part of the area. Our response to their points is given below, but we would first like to point out that our interpretation does not "depend" on any of these points. The essence of our structural model, aside from a better understanding of F2 and Fg fold and fault geometries, is the conclusion that thrusting (and isoclinal folding) affected rocks of the eastern ~~t r~ gal 1972; Pickerill et al. 1978; Blackwood 1979) . This Here we do not see the same compelling sedimentothrusting interpretation is the "assertion" that is most in logical evidence for a break in the stratigraphic sequence. need of further discussion and testing because, if we are 1, view of the structural complexity of the area, we are correct, many previous interpretations of the sedimen-not as confident as Currie et al. in extrapolating the t W and tectonic history of the area need to be sedimentary differences between fossiliferous strata of re-evaluated.
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With regard to the alleged structural evidence for the In Gander Bay the contact between the Ordovician unconformity, the crenulation cleavage reported in and the Silurian is placed by Currie et al. (1979 Currie et al. ( , 1980b Ordovician rocks and said to be truncated by the Silurian at the junction between their units 10 and 11. Unit 10 is (currie et al. 1979) we have no evidence for pre-Middle Silurian deformation, but in our paper we acknowledged that thrusting may well have been diachronous, so that thrusts entirely contained in Ordovician strata could be pre-Middle Silurian in entirety or in part.
An Ordovician age for thrusting east of Gander Bay is not inconsistent, therefore, with our interpretation. Further, if thrusting is generally towards the northwest, as we believe it to be in the area that we have mapped, we would expect the age of thrusts generally to increase towards the southeast. However, we note that R. F. Blackwood (personal communication, 1981) has suggested possible Silurian thrust emplacement of the Gander River Ultramafic Belt, and Colman-Saad (1980), working farther south in the Bay d'Espoir area, has proposed post-Silurian thrusting in ~avidsville Group correlatives.
With respect to the direction of thrusting, we do not wish to automatically extend our findings toa larger area although the possibility must be considered. If a different sense of thrusting can be demonstrated elsewhere (cf. Blackwood 1979) , it suggests that the picture is complex, but it does not negate our conclusions. Further, since the thrusts are followed by later folding, as in the area that we have studied, their present dip is not indicative of the sense of movement.
We agree with Currie et al. that there are large areas in the Davidsville Group where stratigraphy appears to be coherent on a kilometre scale, as it does in the Dunnage mklange to the west (Hibbard 1976) . However, we recognize more structural complexity than is apparent from the map of Currie et al. (1980b) . Both the Carmanville and Dunnage successions contain highly mixed sections typical of mklange. Although the proportion of coherent to mixed sections appears to be higher in the Davidsville Group, we suggested that the two successions are broadly continuous in the subsurface beneath the Port Albert synclinorium (cf.
Pajari et al. 1979). We represented the Davidsville
Group as mklange to emphasize this correlation, but we recognize the need for detailed maps showing the distribution of coherent and mixed sections in both the Davidsville Group and Dunnage melange, and in fact we are working on this problem.
Finally, Currie et al. criticize our comment that hard-rock deformation may have played a major role in the development of the Carmanville mtlange. We recognize soft-sediment structures (e.g., cross-bedding and convolute bedding) in the melange. We also recognized many hard-rock structures (e. g . , folded veins and post-metamorphic foliations) and a great many structures of equivocal origin. The soft-sediment foliation and "thixotropic mklange" dykes of Pajari et al. (1979) , however, can be shown to be secondgeneration structures and post-metamorphic, and at least some of the olistoliths are shown to be a product of post-lithification boudinage (Williams 1983) .
